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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Non-Final Office Action in response to the application filed 
March 4, 2002. Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 15-18 are objected to because of the following informalities: Line 9 of 
claim 15 cites "members others". The Examiner has interpreted this to be a redundancy 
and utilized the phrase "others" to be consistent with the language in the rest of the 
claim. Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 8 is objected due because of minor informalities. Line 16 contains a 
spelling error of the word "evaluating". Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Urken 
(US 2002/0103695). 

As per claim 1, Urken teaches gathering information about a topic (see 
paragraph 61 and Figure 2 where the decision setup module is used for setting up an 
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agenda topic and allows pooling of information with respect to the topic, this constitutes 
gathering information about a topic); analyzing the information to identify existing and 
potential issues (paragraph 62, where it allows identification of issues and collective 
deliberations and decisions which constitutes analysis); selecting ones of said issues in 
accordance with selection criteria to form a set of selected issues (paragraph 27 
teaches about a choice generator which may use a variety of scoring rules, types of 
choices and rules and can assign weights to votes based on select criteria. See also 
paragraph 121.); formulating goals in respect of the selected issues (paragraph 60, 
where the decisions represent the goals); preparing alternative scenarios for resolving 
said selected issues for meeting said goals (see paragraph 18 where brainstorming to 
create a list and evaluating them to see which should be on the agenda constitutes 
preparing alternative scenarios); evaluating alternative scenarios (paragraph 67 where 
alternatives are scored which provides a means for evaluating the scenarios); and 
selecting at least one of said scenarios for meeting said goals (paragraph 21 , where the 
system is designed to allow "group decision making" which would constitute selecting 
one of the scenarios or making a decision which represents the goal). 

As per claims 2-3, Urken teaches determining the selection criteria includes 
interactively utilizing participation with others to carry out the determining (paragraph 
27 teaches about a choice generator which may use a variety of scoring rules, types of 
choices and rules and can assign weights to votes based on select criteria and see 
paragraph 89: "Another feature of the decision setup module in the present invention in 
block 1 1 of FIG. 2 is that inputs into participant selection, properties, voter 
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identification, and voting system guidance modules of the setup module can be 
determined collectively. Each list of options in these modules can be called as an 
agenda to allow participants to reach a consensus on rules that are used in a collective 
decision making process." Where determining selection criteria would be included as 
an input and a voting system guidance.). 

As per claims 4-7, Urken teaches analyzing the information includes interactively 
utilizing participation with others to carry out the decision making process (paragraph 
89: "Another feature of the decision setup module in the present invention in block 11 of 
FIG. 2 is that inputs into participant selection, properties, voter identification, and voting 
system guidance modules of the setup module can be determined collectively. Each list 
of options in these modules can be called as an agenda to allow participants to reach a 
consensus on rules that are used in a collective decision making process." Where 
aspects of the decision making process: analyzing (paragraph 60 and 62, where it 
allows identification of issues and collective deliberations and decisions which 
constitutes analysis), selecting issues (paragraph 62 and 89, where it allows 
identification of issues and collective deliberations and decisions which constitutes 
analysis), selection criteria (paragraph 27 teaches about a choice generator which may 
use a variety of scoring rules, types of choices and rules and can assign weights to 
votes based on select criteria. Paragraph 28 teaches the concept in a collective 
environment.) and goals (paragraph 60, where the final decision(s) represent the 
goal(s)), would be part of the setup module and the decision making process which is a 
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collective process, as indicated in paragraph 89, which constitutes participation with 
others.). 

As per claim 8, Urken teaches preparing alternative scenarios and evaluating 
alternative scenarios includes interactively utilizing participation with others to carry out 
the preparing and evaluating (paragraph 100 teaching preparing the alternatives: "The 
decision analysis submodule in block 22 of FIG. 4 processes the data to determine the 
collective ordering of the choice alternatives in an agenda." (see also paragraph 149 
which provides an alternative) where the alternatives would require preparing in order 
to be provided and ordered and paragraph 67 teaches evaluating the alternatives, 
where alternatives are scored which provides a means for evaluating the scenarios, 
and where the scoring is performed by a group which constitutes the participation of 
others). 

As per claim 9, Urken teaches selecting at least one scenario for meeting goals 
includes a step of interactively utilizing participation with others to carry out the selecting 
(paragraph 21 indicates group decision making process which would constitute others 
selecting the goal or making the decision.). 

As per claim 10, Urken teaches that claim 10 recites the same limitations as 
claim 1 with the additional steps of selecting a topic (see paragraph 61 and Figure 2 
where the decision setup module is used for setting up an agenda topic and allows 
pooling of information with respect to the topic. Inherently, a topic would have been 
selected prior to collecting information and forming the agenda for the topic) and 
including a respective step of participation with others in any of the foregoing steps 
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(Claims 4-7 recite the steps of claim 1 with the participation of others, therefore the 

same rejection applies.). 

As per claims 11-13, Urken teaches participation with others includes public 
participation, interactive public participation and direct interactive public participation 
(see paragraph 89: "Another feature of the decision setup module in the present 
invention in block 1 1 of FIG. 2 is that inputs into participant selection, properties, voter 
identification, and voting system guidance modules of the setup module can be 
determined collectively. Also, paragraph 52 teaches the internet, where people can 
communicate collaboratively via networks or the internet which would constitute public 
participation). 

As per claim 14, Urken teaches public participation includes communication 
using the world wide web or internet (paragraph 52 teaches the use of the internet for 
collaborative communication). 

As per claim 15, teaches the same limitations as claims 4-7 and 10 and is 
therefore subject to the same art rejections. 

As per claim 16, Urken teaches exchanging information interactively with others 
includes public participation (see paragraph 89: "Another feature of the decision setup 
module in the present invention in block 1 1 of FIG. 2 is that inputs into participant 
selection, properties, voter identification, and voting system guidance modules of the 
setup module can be determined collectively. Also, paragraph 52 teaches the internet, 
where people can communicate collectively via networks or the internet which would 
constitute public participation.). 
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As per claim 17, Urken teaches public participation includes communication 
using the world wide web or internet (paragraph 52 teaches the use of the internet for 
collaborative communication). 

As per claim 18, Urken teaches the steps are performed utilizing a computer, 
(paragraph 52 teaches the use of computers) 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following prior art also teaches about interactive 
communication: Reynolds (US 2002/0146676), Reynolds (US 6,971,881), Urken et al 
(US 2003/0233274), Genovese (US 2006/0085367), Ouimet (US 2004/0210543), "Civic 
education and the decision making process" by Allen, The Social Studies, January 
2000; "Effective meetings through electronic brainstorming" by Kay, Journal of 
Management Development, v14, n6, 1995. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Linda Krisciunas whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6931. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 6:30 am to 
3:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on 571-272-6729. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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